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SURVEY AND COMMENT. 
The Fate of Being Psychic. 





It is worth while calling readers’ attention to the historical 
side of being good psychics or clever frauds. Most of the cele- 
brated mediums have been unable to live down the popular 
verdict about them and it is certain that the nature of their per- 
formances was never calculated to remove scepticism and it is 
impossible for any intelligent man today to defend them against 
the historical verdict of fraud. I refer here to the Fox sisters, 
Foster, Slade, Bishop, Cumberland, Home, tho I believe he was 
never convicted of fraud, to say nothing of a host of others who 
have no apologists whatever. The above list has had its 
defenders. 

What I wish here to do is briefly to call attention to the fate 
of not having scientific investigation made whenever any claims 
present themselves. In some instances the psychic starts fairly 
enough, but gets into hands which inevitably ruin any chances 
which he or she might have had for sane investigation. The 
simple reason is that they either fall into the hands of the Spirit- 
ualists who never tolerate or sympathize with scientific treatment 
or become the victims of rich patronage and fall victims to 
flattery and debauchery. I want to point out this lesson for all 
who are tempted to put themselves into the hands of either 
party. Of course none wish to yield to the solicitation of 
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Spiritualists except those who are earnest in their beliefs and 
those who wish to exploit the credulity of that type of mind. 
They are seldom heard of beyond the boundaries of spiritualistic 
séances or public meetings. But there is a type that yields to 
the patronage of the rich and they invariably degenerate, or, if 
they do not do this, they never escape the suspicion of duping 
that class of people. 

The Fox sisters were humble folk and at first were un- 
doubtedly in earnest about their phenomena. But they soon 
yielded to the curiosity of the rich and Margaret Fox Kane—she 
married Dr. Kane of Arctic fame—after his death and by the 
effect of flattery and living with rich fools, became intemperate 
and debauched, finally confessed to trickery, and then recanted 
her confession, tho there is no reason to trust either confession 
or recantation. But history will know her and Katie Fox only 
by their confessions and the immoral life of Margaret. There 
was no investigation by the rich people who pretended to be in- 
terested, but wining and dining and flattery were too much for 
these simple minded people and the result was an injury to sane 
investigation. 

Slade made and spent two fortunes and died in poverty a 
debauchee. He was perhaps naturally some sort of a pervert, but 
the right sort of investigation would have made the verdict 
certain either way long before the slow developnient of events. 
Rich patronage and absurd claims did the work of degeneration 
or made it worse. 

Foster, tho defended by many people, never left any impres- 
sion on the scientific world, and had no reputation that history 
will respect. It was the same with Bishop and Cumberland. 
Rich fools ran after them and never insisted that scientific men 
should have the investigation in charge. The result was that 
their performances are known as muscle reading and even that 
was not scientifically determined. Sceptics believed this as cred- 
ulously as spiritualists credulously believed the opposite. But 
the men must pass down in history as mountebanks, no matter 
what they were, and all because the well-to-do would not keep 
their hands off but preferred to spend money to satisfy curiosity 
rather than to ascertain the actual truth. 

Home was suspected of fraud, but it seems that it- was never 
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proved on him. He escaped the radical verdict others must bear. 
But his work effected nothing for science, unless we except 
that of Sir William Crookes, and all because wealthy people 
preferred to monopolize the performances instead of demanding 
that scientific men investigate the facts. 

Eusapia Palladino had the fortune to be investigated by a 
number of scientific men, but most of them agreed that her 
phenomena were mixed fraud and genuine, now spurious now 
genuine. But she was so mercenary herself that she started 
with the presumption against her and even the scientific men 
insisted on studying her from the point of view of conjuring 
instead of hysteria, so that her case will have little or no interest 
for science. In her case, too, the rich did too much to monopo- 
lize the case for themselves. That was especially conspicuous 
in this country. Some paid $600, on $1800, and I understand 
a group paid $3000 to witness experiments, but all to come away 
disappointed or disgusted at the expenditure of their money. 
They would not give one cent to have the woman investigated 
scientifically and a remarkable case, partly because of her own 
fault, died without any proper scientific attention being given to 
her, except the work of three members of the English Society, 
and a number of French and Italian scientists. But the 
main trouble was that the rich, who in most cases are as 
unfit as children to investigate anything, wanted to see things 
and the woman was spoiled by the chance to blackmail them, and 
the poor scientist could not even have a chance to investigate. 

This has been the history and will be the history of every 
effort to indulge curiosity in such cases. Nothing but laboratory 
methods will ever get us anywhere. When the rich learn that 
they can help the world only by employing experts to do this 
work, just as they always employ experts to test their mines, to 
build their houses, to do their legal work and to treat them for 
disease, they will find some progress made in this subject, but not 
before. Rockefeller Institute, Carnegie Institution, Smithsonian 
Institution and similar bodies are the testimony of sensible rich 
men not to do their own work where they are not equipped. 

Contrast these cases with those of Mrs. Verrall, Mrs. Hol- 
land and Mrs. Piper. Mrs. Verrall and Mrs. Holland, unlike the 
average person who gets some automatic writing or clairvoyant 
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experiences and rushes off to print a book on his or her own re- 
sponsibility, submitted their facts to a scientific jury and came 
away with permanent scientific respect for their work. 

Mrs. Piper agreed to submit to the careful experiments of 
Dr. Hodgson, but rich people would not properly help him in 
the work. Some of them were quite willing to pay for personal 
gratification and selfish aims in sittings, but all that Dr. Hodgson 
could get was their gracious willingness to let him have the 
records and often parts of these were suppressed and not reported 
to him. He could not get funds from them to pursue his ex- 
periments rightly. He had to scrape together whatever casual 
funds he could secure to do anything at all, and even then one 
whole year was lost because he had not the funds either for 
experiment or for his living, and he had to spend it in England 
as editor of the publications. Out of the blue $100 came to him 
from a generous friend and he bought his ticket for America 
for the resumption of his work, trusting to casual help to do at 
least something with the case. Shame and selfishness combined 
induced a few people to see that the work could go on in a hand 
to mouth fashion until his death, but with no means for such 
investigations as he desired and should have been able to make. 
Such scientific work as he did made the Piper case a classical 
one and established the scientific reputation of Dr. Hodgson. 
The rich were not wholly able to ruin the case. Scientific 
methods were able to accomplish something, but wholly because 
chance had taken the Piper case out of the clutches of the selfish 
rich. One cannot but think that Providence shows his estimate of 
money by the kind of people to whom he gives it, only we poor 
wretches on whom Providence has not smiled so kindly are apt 
to appear self-righteous because we have not been provided with 
the chance to go to the devil. 
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EXPERIMENTS FOR ALLEGED CLAIRVOYANCE. 
3y Dr. WALTER F. PRINCE. 


The case hardly needs an introduction, further than that 
furnished by the documents in connection with the first experi- 
ment. 


EXPERIMENT 1. 


1. Letter to Dr. Hyslop by W. C. Lloyd of W. C. Lloyd 
& Co., Toledo, O. Dated April 17, 1915. 


Herewith I hand you account of an experiment in clairvoyance 
under hypnotic suggestion, which seems to me to possess some un- 
usual features. Dr. John S. Smyth, with whom I have talked of the 
matter, suggests my forwarding this to you. 

I did the suggesting, Mr. Gwynne Dennis of Georgetown, Ohio, 
was the visitor, Mrs. J. of Toledo, the medium, and the account 
written up from notes made at the time, and from memory in some 
particulars, is correct in all essential features. 

The remarkable part is the correctness with which all persons 
and places were described; so far as could be ascertained, not a 
single error was made. 

Mr. Dennis would have in mind of course the usual home life, 
and what might be done each evening about the time the experiment 
was being made; but he would not know his brother-in-law had 
returned, he had no knowledge of the “ Cincinnati Times-Star ” in- 
cident, and had no intimation of the doctor’s illness, or the calling 
of the neighbor young man. 

Mr. Dennis tells me that the Doctor died from pneumonia, which 
brought on weakness of the heart, and it is quite possible that when 
the medium tried to demonstrate by reaching her arm around, the 
Doctor was suffering from pains in his lungs. 

No attempt was made to have the medium hear what was said, 
accounting for the fact that none of the conversations were repeated. 
She talks in an easy, natural manner, but follows closely, in the 
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form as given, all suggestions. She is a spiritualist medium, but 
in my experience I have never heard her do as well under self-trance 
as under hypnotic suggestion. 
Yours very truly, 
W. C. Lioyp. 


2. Report of Sitting. 


Conducted in home of the medium. Present, the medium, her 
husband, the wife and daughter of operator, visitor from the southern 
part of Ohio (Mr. Dennis), and the operator (Mr. Lloyd). The 
medium, the visitor and the operator were the only active 
participants. 

The operator had previously hypnotized the medium, and found 
her a good clairvoyant subject. The visitor hearing of some of the 
phenomena expressed a desire to witness it in person and the 
operator called the medium over the telephone, arranging for a 
meeting that evening, merely saying a friend from out of the city 
wished to come along. No mention was made of his name or home. 
The visitor lives in a small country seat about 250 miles distant, a 
town never seen by either the operator or medium. Neither had 
met any of the persons mentioned, had no photographs or descrip- 
tions of either the persons or places. 

The medium hereafter referred to as J, visitor as D, and opera- 
tor as L. 

After a few minutes general conversation the medium was seated 
in a comfortable chair, and at the suggestion went soundly to 
sleep. She was then told she was an extraordinarily good clairvoy- 
ant, having the ability to go anywhere directed, and to repeat for 
the benefit of those present all the scenes witnessed. 

(I want you to go to the home of B; go in the house and tell 
us what you see.) 

I see a large yard, with a long walk leading up to a brick house 

. . a big brick house. [Affirmative nod from D.] 

(C. That is the place. Go inside and tell us what you see.) 

I see a room, with a table and a lamp, and an old lady with 
very white hair sitting alongside of the table. [Affirmative nod 
from D.] 


(L. That is right. What is she doing?) 
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Nothing . . . she is just sitting there. 
(L. Is she reading, or working . . . she must be doing some- 
thing ?) 


She is just sitting there. She is looking at the lady talking to 
her. 

(L. Describe the other lady.) 

She is younger, and seems a tall lady. She is looking down at 
the other one talking. [Affirmative nod from D.] 

(L. Well, do you see any one else?) 

No, there is no one else there. 

(L. Go into some of the other rooms and see if you find any 
others. ) 

I will. I see the other room now, and there is a gentleman there. 

(L. What is he like? What is he doing?) 

He is a rather tall man I think. He is sitting alongside of the 
table, and there is a lamp on the table. 

(L. What is he doing?) 

Just reading. 

(L. What is he réading ?) 

A paper. I can’t see the name. I can only see “ Cincinnati ”. 
He has it folded over, you know, and I can’t see the rest of it. 
{Some distress exhibited as from the effort to see.] 

(L. Never mind that now. See if you can find anyone else. 
Perhaps you can see in the other rooms. You did not try the up- 
stairs yet.) 

Yes, I see the stairs going up. I see a lady in the bedroom 
now, and she is putting a little girl to bed. I see two beds; one is 
a larger one and the other is a little white bed, and she is putting 
the little girl in the white bed. [Affirmative nod from D.] 

(L. Now I wish you would go over and see what D’s friend is 
doing—lI think he lives across the street.) 

Do you mean in the large white house—the one with the big 
white pillars? [Affirmative nod from D.] 

(L. Yes, that is the place. Tell us what you see there.) 

I see a gentleman sitting in a chair in the corner of the room— 
behind him the table. There is a table in front of him, you know. 

(L. What is he like?) 

He is a fine looking man. He has a very high forehead. He is 
a good looking man—I mean he looks like a good man. 
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(L. What is he doing?) 

He is sitting there with his head resting on the back of the 
chair. Is’nt he a doctor? 

(L. Yes, what makes you think that?) 

I see his little medicine satchel on the table there . . . [With 
excitement.] Say, do you know that man is sick. He is awful 
sick, and he’s worried about himself. You tell him he ought to 
take care of himself. He is awful sick. 

(D. Why, he was well as usual when I left him. He didn’t 
complain at all of not being well.) 

Well, he is sick. He’s awful sick. He seems to have something 
wrong here, [trying to illustrate by throwing the left hand around 
to the back under the right armpit]. I’m afraid if he isn’t careful 
he will die. He is awfully worried too. [All of this with consider- 
able excitement. | 

(L. Well, who else is there? What else do you see?) 

I see a large, handsome looking lady [illustrating the large by a 
movement of the hands indicating full bust® She don’t seem to 
know what to do. She looks worried. She is just standing there. 
She looks worried. . . . . Who is that young man I see there now? 
I see a tall young man now. 

(D. I don’t know who that can be, unless it is their son come 
home from school since I left.) 

Well, I see him. . a tall young man. 

[Here the excitement increased, and thinking the strain had 
been severe enough the suggestion was changed, and the medium 
wakened up.] D. said he would try at once upon his return home 
to verify what was seen. He said as to the man in his own home, 
he supposed it must be his brother-in-law, although he was not 
expected at that time. 

The old lady with the white hair, and the other one talking with 
her he recognized as his wife’s mother and sister, who lived with 
them. 

The lady and the little girl upstairs were his wife and daughter. 

The conditions in the house, description of the room, lamps, 
etc., were correct. 


Two days after D. wrote to the operator as follows: 
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“As soon as I returned home I investigated the mat- 
ters as described by Mrs. J., and they seemed to be carried 
out exactly as she saw them. The folks here were unable 
to recall just exactly what they were doing at the time, 
but they were in the places described. A—n [the brother- 
in-law] had come home unexpectedly, and sat in the library 
reading the ‘Cincinnati Times-Star’, the paper Mrs. J. 
saw folded over. Mrs. Dennis had taken D——y, the 
little daughter, upstairs to put her in her little white bed. 
Her mother and sister were at home that evening. 

The doctor returned home about 8:30 after making 
some calls, and was chilled through and feeling badly. He 
threw himself into his large chair, in the corner as de- 
scribed, and complained of feeling ill. His wife became 
alarmed and called in a neighbor boy who was passing, who 
was the young man Mrs. J. saw. I am sorry to say that 


the Doctor is not improved, and seems to be in very bad 
shape.” 





A letter the second day following announced the death of the 
doctor. 


3. Letter by Mr. Lloyd to Dr. Hyslop, dated from Toledo, 
O., May 3, 1915. 


Dear Sir: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your favors of the 
29 ult., with reference to the clairvoyant test made with Mrs. J., 
and replying beg to advise that I found that I had destroyed or 
lost the original letter from Mr. Dennis, the extract given you being 
from a copy I had made at the time to show a friend of mine. 

Previous to submitting the matter to you, I sent a copy of it to 
Mr. Dennis, asking him if his recollection accorded throughout with 
the facts as I had them recorded, and if not, to state wherein there 


might be a difference, and his reply under date of April 16th is as 
follows: 


“In the ‘J. séance’ the whole is made plain in fourth 
paragraph of your letter to Dr. Hyslop. Dr. Mitchell’s 
trouble was in his lungs, pneumonia developed, and with 
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a weak heart brought about complications which ended this 
existence with him a few days after I related to him our 
experience at the house of Mrs. J. He was very interested ; 
so was his wife. There is nothing to change in any way 
that would invalidate or add to the statement to Dr. 
Hyslop, of your successful work with Mrs. J. 

It matters not that I heard medicine case on floor, or 
Mrs. Mitchell not being mentioned beautiful. However, I 
naturally that evening had strongly in mind every detail of 
our home and that which occurs every evening there, and 
kept it intact during the hypnotic condition of Mrs. J. 
This also applied to Dr. Mitchell’s family when Mrs. J. 
crossed the street.” 


His reference to the incident of the medicine case was in ref- 
erence to his recollection that Mrs. J. had said it was on the floor; 
and as to Mrs. Mitchell, he did not recall Mrs. J. saying she was a 
“handsome woman”. These are minor differences. 

The experiment was made about two years ago but this date I 
could get within a day or so by writing to Mr. Dennis again, if you 
think it desirable. I realize fully the incompleteness of the data, 
from a legal viewpoint, and my only excuse is that at the time it 
had not occurred to us to make a report of it, considering it as pos- 
sibly not being of interest to the Society. 

Respecting Dr. Hamilton, I am acquainted with him, and some 
time since talked with him relative to psychic phenomena. Upon 
my return from a trip upon which I am now starting, will get in touch 
with him, and arrange for further tests. 


As for Mr. Dennis, he is quite an intelligent man along these 
lines, and says he heard you lecture many years ago in New York, 
when you spoke under the auspices of the New York Ierald.* 

He would be glad, I am certain, to write you in relation to the 
case, or I can have him give you any data that may be wanted. 


Very truly yours, 


W. C. Luoyp. 


*This is an error. I never spoke under the auspices of the New York 
Herald. J. H. Hyslop. 
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4. Letter by Mr. Dennis to Dr. Hyslop. 


GEORGETOWN, O., May 4, 1915. 

“DEAR Sir: Yours of May 2d. I have before me copies of Mr. 
Lloyd’s letter to you under date of April 15 with copies of state- 
ment of facts mailed you with his letter, which I had asked before 
sending you, so I could check and see all went to you without 
error; as | was witness to this experiment in clairvoyance, which 
I considered was made under extraordinary good conditions, owing. 
to my having gone home the following day and found circumstances 
and conditions there & at Dr. Mitchell’s just across the street ex- 
actly as seen by Mrs. J. the medium; that night being the first time 
I ever met her. She was not acquainted with my family or that of 
Dr. Mitchell, in fact never heard of any of my connections before 
she succumbed to Mr. Lloyd’s hypnotic influence and suggestion 
that she relate conditions at my home in Georgetown & the home 
of my best friend Dr. Mitchell. 

I will also state Mr. Lloyd has never met any of my family or 
that of Dr. Mitchell, therefore that night he had nothing in his 
objective senses that would or could be availableto the medium, in 
either home. 

Very sincerely yours, 
GwyYNNE DENNIS.” 


5. Pertinent part of a letter by Dr. Hamilton to Dr. Hyslop, 
dated from Toledo, O., May 11th, 1915. 


“Regarding Mrs. J., about whom Mr. Lloyd wrote you, I have 
to report that Mr. Lloyd came in to see me. He also came to see 
me, as I remember it, a few years ago, on some subject connected 
with Johnson. The Mrs. J. incident loses somewhat of its value, 
it seems to me, when you recall that it happened two years ago, and 
the whole thing had to be reconstructed from memory. The pre- 
diction of the death of the doctor was not as clear-cut as they, 
according to your letter, would lead one to think. However, I was 
sympathetic, and Mr. Lloyd and I shall go to see Mrs. J. tonight. 
* * * The real incident regarding the death of the doctor was that 
a friend of Mr. Lloyd, who lived in the same town the doctor did, 
was present at the sitting. Mrs. J. made some vague allusion to 
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somebody’s being ill, and in reply to some questioning on the part 
of this gentleman, they decided she referred to this doctor. Upon 
his return home, he told the doctor that this medium had said he 
was ill, and the doctor a few days afterward was taken with pneu- 
monia and obligingly died. You can see the opportunities of sugges- 
tion and inference which could play a part in a prophecy so bound up 
in these conditions. I am hoping she will do better when I try 
her out.” 


This completes the original evidence on Experiment One. 

It is indeed unfortunate that the account by Mr. Lloyd was 
not drawn up and sent in immediately after the event. But 
Dr. Hamilton is quite incorrect when he says that “the whole 
thing had to be reconstructed from memory.” It is Mr. Lloyd’s 
declaration—and the doctor had no other source of information 
than that very witness—that his account was “ written up from 
notes made at the time, and from memory in some particulars ”’. 
Not only this, but he furnished a verbatim copy of Mr. Dennis's 
report of the verifications which he found upon his immediate 
return to his home, the report being written only two days later 
than the sitting. If some of the further remarks by Dr. Hamil- 
ton do not seem warranted, it should be observed that he appears 
not to have seen the report rendered to Dr. Hyslop by Mr. Lloyd 
but to be speaking in reference to Dr. Hyslop’s brief references to 
what that report contained. Present comments on Dr. Hamilton’s 
remarks are explanatory and corrective, not censorious. The fact 
that Mr. Dennis was a friend of Dr. Mitchell, who “ lived in the 
same town ’’—and even directly across the street from him—is 
plainly stated by Mr. Lloyd. Dr. Hamilton’s only source of in- 
formation was Mr. Lloyd himself, so when we read the criticism 
of the former to the effect that ‘“‘ Mrs. J. made a vague allusion to 
somebody’s being ill’’, etc., we are thrown back upon Mr. Lloyd’s 
report, which, beginning with “ Now I wish you would go over 
and see what D’s friend is doing”, will show when compared 
with Mr: Dennis's letter two days-later whether, according to the 
only witnesses, the allusions to illness or to the identity of the 
patient were vague. There is no claim in the report that there 
was a “ clear-cut” prediction of death, but only that the psychic 
declared that the man was “awful sick” and “if he isn’t very 
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‘ 
careful I am afraid he will die.” What “ opportunities of* sug- 
gestion and inference” in connection with the sickness and death 
of Dr. Mitchell there were, considering that Mitchell was not 
sick when Dennis left home, was not believed by him to be sick 
at the time, and did not die until several days later, is not evident. 
It is not correct to say that the doctor was taken ill a few days 
later—Mr. Dennis’s letter written directly after returning and 
ascertaining the facts, testifies that he was sick that very night 
and that the circumstances were as they were described by the 
psychic. Besides, another thing was alleged by Mrs. J. which 
Mr. Dennis could not have hinted nor telepathically disclosed, 
since he did not know it, and that was the presence in his home 
of a man corresponding with the unexpectedly returned brother- 
in-law, and his asserted behavior was verified at once and re- 
ported to Mr. Lloyd in a letter. 

There is nothing in Mr. Lloyd’s report to indicate that it 
was not as carefully founded on the original notes as were the 
reports made by Dr. Hamilton himself, later. It represents a 
successful sitting, while those at which Dr. Hamilton were pres- 
ent were unsuccessful, but Mr. Lloyd seems to have been able to 
perceive the difference as plainly as another man. Mr. Dennis’s 
memory differed on two minor matters, which fact brings into 
relief the force of his general agreement. 


EXPERIMENT 2. 


Both Dr. Hamilton and Mr. Lloyd wrote to Dr. Hyslop 
during the day of May 11, 1915, concerning a contemplated ex- 
periment for that evening. The former shows a heroic deter- 
mination to be open-minded, but the portion of the letter already 
cited shows that he entertained grave doubts of the value of the 
former experiment on not quite justified grounds. Mr. Lloyd’s 
letter expressly doubts the success of the planned experiment on 
grounds personal, but quite credible, to his colleague. 

The whole sitting might be dismissed with a word—failure, 
as we shall dispose of further sittings of similar quality. But 


perhaps it is best to give this one in full, in the words of Dr. 
Hamilton: 


(Dr. Hamilton took as complete notes in longhand as he was 
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able to, and then dictated this report the next morning, using these 
notes as the basis. ) 

Mr. Lloyd and I arrived at the house at about 7:45 P. M., and 
Mrs. J. met us, and in a short time commenced to tell us about her 
introduction to this work, claiming she had heard music since four 
or five years old, becoming first entranced at the age of thirteen 
or fourteen. At 8:08 P. M. Lloyd began to mesmerize her, using 
circular passes and suggestion. After two or three minutes he 
wished me to examine her. I found the pulse slower than normal, 
estimated at 60; she was not relaxed; the breathing was forced; 
she was not anesthetic; she resisted opening the eyes and when she 
did open them the eyes were not rolled back as is normal, but the 
cornea was exposed when the lid was open. She appeared to be in 
a very superficial state of hypnosis. Mr. Lloyd, by further sug- 
gestion, passed her into a slightly deeper stage, but at no time was 
the stage deeper than the first stage. Her breathing varied from 
usual to sterterous, and not at any time became automatic. She 
seemed exactly like a person not in hypnosis, but with the eyes 
closed. Mr. Lloyd began to make suggestions to her about being 


able to send her mind anywhere she chose, seeing and hearing what 
went on. 


At 8:15 he asked her to go to Dr. Hamilton’s home and describe 
what was going on there. In the following notes, all the questions 
enclosed in parentheses were asked by Mr. Lloyd, except in one 
instance, which is appropriately marked. 

(Now you go to Dr. Hamilton’s home and tell me what you see.) 

[Her voice was raised, and she sat up and assumed a normal 
position. Previous to this she had been with her head thrown 
backwards. | 

A large house, light colored. 

(Are there steps to the house ?) 

Yes. 

(Count them.) 

| Hesitatingly] Five steps. 

(What kind of a door is there to this house?) 

A large one. 

(Solid or glass?) 

Both. Part of it solid, and part glass. 

(What is the shape of the glass?) 
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| Much hesitation and movements of hands, trying to show 
shape.| At bottom the door has pieces of glass and has a large door- 
knob. [Door is ordinary kind, with small square glass at top, and 
wooden panel at bottom; no glass at bottom. Ordinary door-knob. | 

(Go inside the house now and tell me about the carpet.) 

It is a light carpet, with flowers, small pattern, with different 
colors, . . . kind of cream colored. 

(Now you are just entering the house. How many chairs in 
the first room?) 

[ see a large leather chair and a desk, and three chairs beside 
the leather chair. 

(How is the room lighted? A stand light or not?) 

They have both. Part of the time with a lamp and part of the 
time with a stand lamp. 

(Whom do you see there?) 

A lady; an elderly lady; no, not young nor old, but her hair is 
sprinkled with gray. She is sitting by the stand. She has been 
reading a newspaper. 

(What has she lying in her lap?) 


I don’t see anything on her knees. She is just sitting there,.. . 
just sitting. 


‘| Mr. Lloyd here gave her further suggestions as to her ability to 
see what was happening. | 


(Walk into the next room and tell me what you see.) 

A light, . . a big light over a round table. There is a cover on 
the table. There is a door leading to the left. 

[She had to be questioned very closely to get out these last few 
answers. | 

(How many chairs ?) 

Six. 

(What kind of a carpet?) 

A rug, . . and its color is plain with a green border. 

( What else?) 

I see another rug, . . a tan or brown. 

(What sizes are they?) 

They are a good size, one larger than the other. [Hesitates.] 

I see a machine in the next room. 

( Now go back and see what the lady is doing.) 
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She has laid ‘her glasses on the table and has a book, . . a good, 
big, thick book. 

(Look at the name of the book.) 

Looks like a Bible—a thick book. She holds the book and 
closes it, and puts her glasses on it. She is thinking of prayer. 
She has read a paper about the war. She don’t look very well. She 
is worried. There is a scowl on her face. She is in deep thought. 

(What seems to be the matter with her?) [Asked by Dr. 
Hamilton. | 

She is troubled over her heart. 

(Troubled with disease of the heart or sad feelings?) [Asked 
by Dr. Hamilton. | 

Well, her breathing gets short. She thinks of that often. Did 
this lady have a stroke of paralysis? 

No. [By Dr. Hamilton. ] 

Looks like it. Looks like short breath. She worries over it. 

|Mr. Lloyd.] (Whisper in her ear that she is all right.) 

[Mrs. J. now whispered.| You will get all right; you are not 
sick; you will be well. 

(Tell us what you hear. You have been seeing finely.) 

| Puts her head in attitude of hearing.| Nothing to hear; it is 
very quiet. I see a tree to the right as you go in. 

Mr. Lloyd then closed the séance by telling Mrs. J. she must 
not remember what she had seen or heard, and that she would 
wake up feeling fine and stronger than ever. She came out of it 
without the usual manifestations of a hypnotized person, and talked 
with a little less hesitation than she had. Mrs. J. asked Mr. Lloyd 
to again hypnotize her to treat her eyes by suggestion. He made 
some passes, during which she seemed to become hypnotized, and 
he told her her eyes were all right, that she must forget she had any 
eye trouble, etc. The séance closed at 8:45 P. M. 

RECAPITULATION :—Before leaving the house I had asked Mrs. 
Hamilton to remember what she did, and then do something unusual. 
Her usual custom would have been to sit in the den, read the 
evening papers, but at 8:15 she put on her hat, pulled the shades 
down, and sat down at a little desk to write a letter, and she was 
still writing this when I came back at 9:05 P. M. She had not had 
any book in her hands, nor had she read a paper as was stated. She 
had not had her glasses off during the evening. There are two 
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flights of steps leading up to our house from the outside, one con- 
taining three stone steps, and the other seven wooden ones. There 
are two trees to the right of the house as you go in. Mrs. Hamilton 
has shortness of breath, but I do not think she worries about it, as 
it is not organic disease of the heart. 


Mrs. J’s trance is a very light one,—such, I imagine, as she uses 
in her public work in the Spiritualistic Church. It has none of the 
earmarks of ordinary hypnosis, and seems like a person acting a 
trance. She however gives the impression of being an honest, very 
religious woman, very much interested in her work, and anxious to 
be considered a great medium. She did not ask pay for this sitting, 
but I understand does so from other people. 


W. H. HAmILTon. 


May 12th, 1915. 


The trained scientific or professional man is quick to point 
out any hiatus or absence of particular specification in the nar- 
rative of the layman, especially if the report tends to an “ occult ” 
conclusion. But it is curious how often he himself errs in pre- 
cisely similar fashion. To be just, it cannot be said that Mr. 
Lloyd’s statement lacks in fullness or preciseness,—suspicion of 
its accuracy would have to lie in the other direction. But it is 
only possible to learn from the report of the physician, according 
to my reckoning, that out of 38 particulars alleged by Mrs. J., 
4 were right and 10 wrong. Three appear to be doubtful, and 
no comment whatever is made on 21! We assume that all of 
the 21 were wrong, though never permitted to assume that any- 
thing is right, without specific data to prove it so. 


And it is only fair to Mrs. J. to say, since doubts are cast 
upon the genuineness of her trance, that the statement of the 
doctor that “‘ she seemed exactly like a person not in hypnosis, 
but with the eyes closed ” is hardly consistent with the statements 
that “‘ she appeared to be in a very superficial stage of hypnosis ” 
and that after this Mr. Lloyd “ passed her into a slightly deeper 
stage’. And the present compiler has seen persons emerge from 
undoubted hypnosis, deep enough to be followed by amnesia, 
with scarcely a sign beyond the opening of the eyes, and slight 
alterations of pulse, respiration, etc. 
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EXPERIMENTS 3 AND 4. 


The third experiment was made at the home of Mr. Lloyd, 
he and two members of his family being present, besides Dr. 
Hamilton and the medium. The doctor, who made the report, 
remarks therein, “ Better trance, apparently, than last time”, 
and perhaps we may hereafter dismiss the suspicion that it was 
ever faked. 

The fourth experiment was in the same house, and under 
similar conditions. Dr. Hamilton was again the reporter, Mr. 
Lloyd being the hypnotizer and “operator” and Mrs. J. as 
throughout the series, the psychic. 

In both cases the attempt was to find Dr. Hyslop, and de- 
scribe his acts and surroundings. In both the descriptions were 
detailed and precise, and in both the correspondences with the 
facts were very few and the degree of variance usually very 
marked. Whether they were the result of getting into contact 
with the wrong person, as one does when the telephone “ central ”’ 
gives him the wrong number, or simply of subliminal dreaming, 
at any rate they did not at all fit Dr. Hyslop. 


EXPERIMENT 5. 


August 10th, 1915, Dr. Smyth (a friend of Dr. Hamilton) 
and probably Dr. Hamilton himself, were expected, but did not 
arrive. Mr. Lloyd attempted to secure through Mrs. J. a de- 
scription of their movements and surroundings. Dr. Hamilton 
afterward stated that there was “not a word of even approx- 
imate truth in any of these statements”’ referring to him, and 
that “ Dr. Smyth told Mr. Lloyd that the above statements did 
not apply to him in any way except that he had a very sick 
patient at the Hospital.” 


EXPERIMENT 6. 
Report rendered by Mr. Lloyd. 


“ Hypnotic Experiment in Clairvoyance and Clairaudience, con- 
ducted in Toledo, O., August 24th, 1915. 8:05 to 8:35 P. M. 

Present: hypnotic subject, hypnotist and wife of hypnotist, who 
took notes. Object: to see and hear in Georgetown, Ohio, about 
250 miles distant. 
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The notes as taken were transmitted to Georgetown by mail the 
following day, with request to fill in replies to the questions, giving 
conditions at the time as nearly as could be remembered. The 
questions and replies are given below, and the notations from 
Georgetown are given in brackets at the end of replies. The 
person at Georgetown (Mr. Dennis), writing about the matter under 
date of Aug. 31st, 1915, says: 


‘Mrs. J. was here all right. At 8:10 P. M., all were out 
on what we term the “ back-porch ””—just why I don’t 
know, as the house fronts on two streets. Only my wife’s 
mother, past 82 years of age, and myself, were in the 
library, and I was reading the “ Cincinnati Times-Star ”. 
All practically as she stated. Am returning data with con- 
dition and circumstances as I remember them the night of 
Aug. 24th. 

In explanation, neither the hypnotist nor the subject 
have seen the house, nor any pictures of it, and only had 
the most fragmentary idea of it, none of which entered into 
the description given.’ 


REPORT. 


[Mr. Lloyd.] (1 am going’ to send you to visit Mr. Dennis at 
his home. I want you to see what they are doing there, and also 
hear what is said and to tell us.) [Time 8:10 P. M.] 

I see a man, and a lady . . . an elderly lady. She is fixing a 
hairpin in her hair, and he is reading. He is reading a paper. The 
lady is not very well. [Comment by Mr. Dennis: “ Right.”] 

(What is the paper? Can you see the name?) 

Yes, I see it. It is the Cincinnati Evening Times-Star. [Stated 
above to be correct. | 

The lady is speaking to him now, and I feel she is talking about 
her head. She has a kind of headache. [More than likely true.] 

(You cannot feel what is being said. You are to hear. Now, 
tell us what is being said.) 

They are talking over some one being absent from home, and 
saying they wonder is he going to return soon. It is a man, I 
think, they are talking about. The man [D.?] is coming to see you. 
He has it in his mind to come. [D.: Her son A. She was speaking 
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of him, as about time for him to be home. I must have been 
thinking of you, and wishing to be with you.] 

(See if you can locate anyone else in the house. In any other 
room ?) 

No, I don’t see anyone else in the house but the two. [D.: 
This is right. ] 

(What is the man doing now? Describe how he is sitting; the 
lights and such things, just as you see them.) 

He is looking at the paper again, and is sitting in a chair by 
the table with the light shining down upon him. [D.: This is 
right.] There is a lamp on another table, but the light he has is 
shining down on him. It is an electric light, I think. Any way, it 
is shining down on him. [D.: All right, excepting use oil. I was 
at the center table. Tall lamp with shade. The other lamp on small 
table. ] 

(What kind of a chair is he sitting in. Is it a rocking-chair, a 
leather chair, a cane chair? What kind of chair is it?) 

No, it is a resting chair. [D.: Right.] 

(How is he dressed? What kind of a suit is he wearing?) 

It is a dark suit. . . black-like; and he has a dark tie, too. [D.: 
Shirt sleeves, and always wear a stock at home. ] 

(What is he doing now ?) 

He is just sitting there, studying. [Right.] 

(Tell us what the lady looks like.) 

She is an elderly lady—a nice looking lady—and has gray hair— 
quite gray—and a high forehead. Her face is kind of oval-shaped. 
She is nice looking. [D.: Right.] 

(Tell us her size, if she is short or tall, or what size?) 

She is medium tall. [D.: Right.] 

(Tell us about the furnishings of the room; what the carpet or 
rug on the floor is like, and the other furnishings. ) 

I see a large rug. It looks like a tan rug, with different colors 
mixed in. Brown and other colors. [D.: Right.] 

(What kind of chairs are there, and how many do you see?) 

I see the reclining chair and two rockers, and another chair that 
is more straight like than the reclining chair. [D.: Right.] 

(What is the size of the room?) 

It looks as though it might be about 12 by 14 feet: perhaps a 
little larger. [D.: Right.] 
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( How is it heated?) 

I see a grate in there. [D.: Right; but no fire.] 

(How large is the table alongside of Mr. Dennis?) 

It is more long than square. It looks about three and a half 
feet long and maybe two and a half feet wide. That lady is not well. 


[D.: That lady is not well.] [D.: Round table in center and square 
table at side of the room. | 


(What is she doing now?) 

She is out of the room now [8:27 P. M.]. She looks like she 
is going to retire. She is going up stairs. [D.: This is surely all 
right. | 

(Do you see any books in the room?) 

Yes, there are lots of books, in book cases. [D.: And all over the 
room. | 

Mrs. J. had been under a severe nervous strain all day, of which 
she had complained before going into hypnotic sleep. She was 
somewhat difficult to control and the proceedings had to be inter- 
rupted several times to keep her in the passive condition desired. 


At this sitting one person asked the questions, another re- 
corded them and the answers; they concerned a person who was 
not present and who therefore could give no inadvertant hints, 
even if allowed to do so; the record was promptly transmitted to 
him and he as promptly reported the facts while they could be 
remembered with passable accuracy. Errors appear, some of 
the statements were likely enough to be true, some hits seem very 
unlikely to be chance guesses, and on the whole the percentage 
of correspondence is rather high. It must be assumed that the 
fact that the Cincinnati Times-Star was taken by Mr. Dennis 
was carried in the medium’s memory from his acknowledgment 
of the fact two years earlier. Yet she might have missed it at 
that, as people have been known to change their paper. 


EXPERIMENT 7. 


1. Report by Mr. Lloyd of sitting held October 19th, 1915. 
Answers of Mr. Dennis after reading sitting are in brackets. 


Commencing at 8:15 P. M., Central Standard Time. 


(You are going to see Mr. Dennis, and tell us what you hear 
and see. ) 
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Well, I am there. I see the gentleman sitting in the room. 
There are two ladies there too. [My wife’s sister, who left the 
house about 8:20 P. M., my wife left a few minutes before. ] 

I see another gentleman, but he is walking around. He is not 
in the same room, but just outside the door. [Victor, brother of 
Miss Pattie. In and out, and went upstairs at 8:30.] 

(Tell me what he looks like.) 

He is a tall man [correct], more tall than the other man [yes], 
and more slim [yes]. He is not so very slim [correct]. He has broad 
shoulders [yes], but not as stout as the other man [correct]. 

I see a child there too. It is a small child. The lady says, I 
think it is about time for you to go to bed [don’t remember. Dor- 
othy, nine years old. No one there but grandmother and Dorothy 
and myself. I left to prepare some mail for morning train, but 
came back to sitting-room about 8 :45.] 

(How large is the child ?) 

Just a little girl, Three or four years old, I think. She looks 
that [9 years]. They thought of going out tonight, but decided they 
would not [stated above]. 

(How do you know that?) 

Because they are talking about it. Looks like they are dis- 
appointed. ‘They didn’t have a real engagement, but just talked 
about it, and changed their minds and decided to stay at home [see 
above; all home at 9:15 except Miss Pattie, who had called on a 
neighbor. ] 

Do you know whether the old lady is sick or not? [Grand- 
mother not well that night. ] 

(No, I do not, but what makes you think she is sick ?) 

She acts it—she is not well. 

(Do you hear what they are talking about ?) 

They are all quiet now. 

(What are they doing ?) 

The old lady is going to retire in a little while. The baby is 
cross. [To the contrary, she was at study.] 

(What is Mr. Dennis doing now?) 

He is just sitting there. He was up and walked around, but sat 
down again. He is just resting. He was reading awhile ago [Read- 
ing Times-Star]. 

(Describe the younger lady to us.) 
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She is stout—a well-built lady. She is well built in proportion. 
[ Correct. } 

(What kind of a dress is she wearing?) 

She has on a light dress. [Yes.] 

(Is there any heat in the room? ) 

They had heat, but there is none now. [Here there was a long 
pause as though the sensitive lacked ability to express herself.] They 
turned it on and then turned it off [open fireplace]. 

(What did they turn on and off?) 

The fire. They had it on awhile and then they turned it off. 

(What is the other gentleman doing?) 

He is not there now [8:30]. I don’t see him now [Out at 8:30]. 

(You are able to see as well in the dark as in the light. Go out- 
side and describe what the house looks like.) 

It looks like a stone house [Brick house painted white]. It is 
light in color [yes, all painted white]. It has a porch—quite a nice 
porch, with large posts in it [Porch front and back full length of 
building, with Ionic columns]. There are steps leading up to the 
porch, too. [Three steps.] 

(What is the shape of the house?) 

'I see two windows in front and a door. It has an upstairs to 
it, too, and there are two large windows upstairs [Two stories, 
with hall straight through the house, four windows each side]. The 
house looks to me more wide than deep [yes]. 


2. Revelant part of a letter by Mr. Lloyd to Dr. Hamilton, 
Oct. 21, 1915. 


Commenting on Prof. Hyslop’s letter to you, im re the J. set 
of experiments, wish to say I have done more or less business with 
Mr. Dennis, for about five years, meeting him several times in 
Cincinnati, and also having intercourse with him in Toledo about 
a week. ' ; 

Prior to the J. experiments I knew he had a wife and daughter, 
but never saw either of them. Did not know of any relatives living 
with him, or in fact, anything of them. I never was in Georgetown, 
nor had Mr. Dennis ever described his home or neighbors, except 
that he said Georgetown was a sleepy little village, with a lot of 


nice people living in it, and that his very near friend was a doctor 
living across the street. 
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Mrs. J. never met any of these people, except on the occasion 
when Mr. Dennis visited her home in my company, as referred to 
in previous report. Only general conversation was engaged in at that 
time, and nothing said as to the home or family life of Mr. Dennis. 
All she knows of the conditions and family is what has been brought 
out in the experiments. . . 

I found no evidence of memory in Mrs. J. in these experiments, 
as to what has been said or done previously; but with the Indian 
control frequent reference is made to prior statements, and such 
knowledge shown. The difference is due to the fact, I think, that I 
never try to awaken such knowledge, and true to the laws of sug- 
gestion, while it may be there, it remains dormant. 

As is readily appreciated, it is hard to always give suggestions 
on the spur of the moment that are not to some extent ‘ leading 
questions’ which the subconscious can make deductive use of. 

Yours truly, 
W. C. Lioyp. 


There is nothing in the form and matter of Mr. Lloyd’s 
reports to suggest that he was not a careful investigator, alive 
to the precautions which are necessary in such investigations. 
He here frankly admits the difficulty of putting questions which 
do not convey any subtle suggestion. But, assuming that the 
report is substantially accurate, the reader may judge for him- 
self, to say nothing of the fact that Mr. L. would have been 
unable to suggest the actual situation in Mr. Dennis’s home that 
evening, had he tried ever so hard, seeing that he was as ignorant 
of it as the psychic herself. 

Comparing Mr. Dennis’s answers, and allowing for his will- 
ingness to put a favorable construction on the facts, it cannot be 
denied that, in spite of evident errors, there appears a striking 
percentage of correspondence. 


EXPERIMENT 8. 


This directly follows the seventh experiment. It was short 
but specific, and involved an attempt to find Dr. Hyslop and 
describe his situation and condition. There proved to be hardly 
any correspondence with the facts. 

One of the statements made was that Dr. Hyslop’s feet were 
then hurting him. That Mr. Lloyd was awake to the possibil- 
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ities of auto-suggestion and other stimulations of subliminal 
activity, is shown by his appended remark: 


“Mrs. J. has considerable trouble with her feet, and has fre- 
quently complained of her corns hurting her. She was wearing a 


pair of new shoes, and this may account for the reference to Dr. 
Hyslop’s feet hurting him.” 


3ut if he had added that a series of “ suggestions”’ of any 
sort whatever which corresponded with a series of facts at a 
distance to the extent manifested in the “ Dennis” experiments 
would be as remarkable as clairvoyance, it would not be easy to 


refute him except by an inspired declaration that his records were 
false. 


EXPERIMENT 9. 


The attempt was to visit and describe doings in Mr. Dennis’s 


house in Georgetown, and the operator and reporter was Mr. 
Lloyd, as before. 


Hypnotic experiment in clairvoyance, Nov. 4th, 1915. 
7:20 to 1:45 Central time. 


Mr. Dennis was out of the house during the time of this experi- 
ment. He writes that Victor and Acklin [wife’s brother] had been 
hunting during the day, and had retired just before he came in at 
about 7:45. His daughter and Miss Patty [wife’s sister] were 
starting to attend a lecture, and he surmises that Miss Patty was out 
of the room preparing for this, so not seen. Mr. D. had gone to 
prayer-meeting before he got to the house. Therefore no verifica- 
tion of what was being done. 

(I am sending you now to Georgetown, to the home of Mr. 
Dennis. You will tell us what you see and hear.) 

[Very quickly] “ Well, I am there now. They are all there. I 
see five. 

(Who are they ?) 

Two men, two ladies and the baby—not a little baby, she is a 
child, you know [correct, grandmother, my wife, Victor—not seen 
before—55, Acklin, and Dorothy]. 











472 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


(What are they doing?) 

Just sitting around; not doing anything in particular. 

(Have they any heat in the room?) 

I don’t see any fire, but it is comfortable [grate]. [Mr. D. 
mentions he stood in front of the fire in this room, when he returned 
home, so evidently this is incorrect. ] 

(What ladies do you see there?) 

One old lady, up in years, and a younger one, the mother of the 
child—at least she looks like it [correct]. 

(How are the gentlemen dressed ?) 

They are both dressed in dark clothes. The younger one quite 
well dressed [correct]. The other one not so well dressed. [Always 
about so,—not untidy, dresses well but carelessly. | 

(How are the ladies dressed ?) 

The younger one has on a kind of kimona, or loose kind of dress, 
The other one has on a heavier dress. [When my wife came home 
she had on a light lawn dress, light brown and dark green, with 
figure: no wraps. | 

The older man’s eyes seem to be hurting him, at least he is 
rubbing them [illustrating by rubbing between thumb and finger of 
right hand]. [No ailment of any kind, but might have been itching. | 
| Might also have been irritated by being out in the open all day, with 
consequent strain. | 

Describe that man | Victor]. 

Well, he is as tall as you are, I should think [I am 5 feet 7 
inches, he 5 feet 8 inches or 5 feet nine inches] but does not look it, 
as he is heavier [weight about 150 pounds, not over]. His eyes 
look swollen underneath. They don’t look very well. He is smooth 
shaven, and his hair is a good deal mixed with gray [gray as a 
badger; wears a very closely cropped upper lip]. 

(How old is he?) 

He looks like he might be between 60 and 65 [I think about 55]. 

(Describe the younger man. ) 

He is taller than the older one, and thinner. [Weighs more, but 
not much. ] 

( How tall does he appear to be?) 

He looks like he is about 5 feet 9 inches. [Not’much out of 
the way. |] 


Is he sitting down or standing up?) [This was asked because 
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the last answer came so quickly, and wanted to see how she got it.] 

He is standing up. 

(What about his hair ?) 

His hair is medium—not black and not light—more dark than 
light. [Correct.] 

(Is he smooth shaven, or has he a mustache or a beard ?) 

He looks like he is trying to raise a'mustache. It is not very 
heavy [smooth face]. 

(Now look at the ladies’ feet. What kind of shoes are they 
wearing ?) 

The younger lady has button shoes. The older one has slippers— 
kind of. 

(What color are the shoes ?) 

Black. 

(Are they high or low shoes?) 

High shoes on the younger lady. 

(What do you hear?) 

Not much of anything. They all seem to be reading now. 

(What is each one reading?) 

All seem to have pieces of the paper. 

(What paper are they reading?) 

It is a newspaper. 

(What newspaper is it?) 

[After some delay] I can see the heading on it now, the man 
turned it up so I can see. It says “Cincinnati Evening Star.” 
|The “ Times-Star” is meant; this is the third time this has been 
called “ Evening Star” by Mrs. J.] 

(What gentleman is it that has the paper with the heading?) 

The older one. 

(What are the others reading ?) 

They seem to be reading parts of the same paper. [The only 
paper in the evening is the “ Times-Star ”.] 

(What is the little girl doing ?) 

She has a book; she is studying. 

(What book is it? You can see.) 

It looks like a school book. 

(See what the title of it is.) 

[After some reluctance and delay.] It looks like some kind of 
third reader. [Dorothy is in the third reader.] 
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The errors in the foregoing séance are numerous, so far as 
correspondence with absolutely contemporaneous facts is con- 
cerned. But as to persons in the house, descriptions, and other 
related facts, the percentage is pretty high to ascribe to chance. 


EXPERIMENTS 10 AND 11. 


These took place on the 4th and 9th of November, 1915, 
respectively, both were very brief, and both concerned Dr. 
Hyslop, and his supposed surroundings. A fairly correct de- 
scription of Dr. Hyslop’s age and personal appearance was given, 
but so many portraits of him have been circulated, that this 
could not constitute convincing evidence. Of three items of 
description of a lady, two would fit one member of Dr. Hyslop’s 
household, and one would not. There are vague attempts to de- 
scribe the interior of his house, partly correct—and in these they 
would fit most houses—and partly incorrect. 


EXPERIMENT 12. 


The next experiment related to Mr. Dennis’s household. It 
will be well to preface the report with an extract from a letter 
by Mr. Lloyd, written Nov. 22nd, 1915, and throwing creditable 
light upon the pains taken in making the record. 


I have been laboring under some disadvantage, in that Mrs. 
Lloyd, who writes the questions and answers, is not a very rapid 
penman, and my attention has to be divided somewhat between her 
and the questions to be asked, so that at times a ‘ leading question’ 
will slip out, but am trying to make these as few as possible. 


Recording any leading questions which slipped out half re- 
pairs the mischief of them, since it enables the student to make 
discount accordingly. 


Clairvoyance test, November 9, 1915. Time, 7:10 P. M. Com- 
ments of Mr. Dennis in brackets. 

(You will now go to Georgetown, to the home of Mr. Dennis, 
and tell me what you see and hear.) 
I am there. I see all of them. 
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(How many do you see, and who are they ?) 

Two ladies, two men and a child [Three ladies; old lady, Patty, 
my wife; Dorothy, Victor and myself]. 

(Describe the two men for us.) 

One is taller than the other [Victor]. The shortest man is 
heaviest [myself]. 

(Tell us about the ladies. ) 

They seem to be busy in the kitchen—it looks like a kitchen part 
[correct]. 

(Describe the room they are in.) 

It is not a very large kitchen [correct]. It has a light floor; 
it looks like it was scrubbed white. [Light oil-cloth, neither light 
nor dark.] There is a stove and a table [correct]. There is a 
sink there, too, [No sink, but square flour traytop used for making 
bread could be taken for a sink.], and a door leads out at the side 
[correct]. 

( How is it lighted ?) 

It looks like it was lighted with lamps [correct]. 

(Where are the lights ?) 

I see a lamp on the wall [lamp on top of kitchen safe]. It looks 
like oil [correct]. 

(Describe these ladies in the kitchen.) 

One has gray hair [my wife]. The other hasn’t gray hair [ Miss 
Patty]. One is younger than the other [correct]. The old lady is 
not very well. [Always about the same. ] 

(What is she doing ?) 

It looks as though she came out for something—she came out for 
a drink [more than likely]. 

(How many are in the kitchen now?) 

I see three in the kitchen now [correct]. 

(What are they talking about?) 

They don’t seem to be talking; they are just going about their 
work [always at it]. 

(What are they doing now ?) 

They look like they are doing up the supper work [correct]. 

(What kind of work are they doing?) 

They are washing the dishes [correct. Old lady generally dries 
dishes]. 

(What are they talking about now?) 
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I don’t hear them saying anything. 

(Now find the men again. Where are they ?) 

They are in the sitting-room [correct]. 

(What are they doing?) 

They are reading [correct]. 

(What are they reading?) 

Just the papers. One is sitting on one side of the table and the 
other on the other side [I was standing in front of the grate]. 

(Look at the men closely now, and tell us what the oldest looks 
like.) 

He is a full-faced man [correct] with big eyes. His eyes look 
swollen. [This don’t quite apply. Lloyd’s Note. Eyes are rather 
prominent. | 

(What is the color of his hair ?) 

It is mixed with gray [correct]. 

(How old does he appear to be?) 

He looks like he was up in the sixties [correct ; 64]. 

( How is he dressed ?) 

Just plain. I don’t see any collar or necktie on him. He isn’t 
dressed up. 

(Is he wearing a coat?) 

I don’t see any coat on him [correct]. He has some other kind 
of thing on him [correct]. 

(What is it? Describe it.) 

It is a thing that comes up around his neck. I don’t know what 
you call it [At home I always wear a stock. That night I had on 
a blue one.]. 

( Now, see what the girl is doing.) 

She is just sitting there. 

(In what part of the room?) 

She is not so close to the table as the men. She is kind of back 
of them [correct]. 

(What is she doing?) 

She has a book in her hand. I can’t see what it is. [She was 
reading a book, but I don’t remember what it was.] 

(Now what are the women doing?) 

They are through with their work now. The younger lady is 
wiping her hands on the towel. [More than likely]. 

(What is the old lady doing now?) 
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I find her upstairs [correct]. 

(In what part of the upstairs ?) 

She is in the bedroom [correct]. 

(Describe the bedroom.) 

It is not such a big bedroom. It is small. Has two windows 
[correct]. I see two chairs [correct]. It is a little [large] plain 
room, not much in it [correct]. Two windows, two chairs, and a 
table kind of thing [dresser] and the bed [a couch]. 

(What kind of paper on the walls?) 

Light paper. 


It was a rather likely hour for the women to be in the kitchen 
engaged on the dishes, and there is a considerable resemblance 
in most kitchens. But it must be admitted that, according to 
Mr. Dennis, the descriptions and locations and several occupa- 
tions of the people in the house at that hour are hit remarkably 
well. And when Mr. Dennis says that there were three ladies 
present instead of two, at 7:10, it should be observed that a 
little later Mrs. J. speaks of seeing three. It seems quite possible 
that one of them might have stepped out of the room without 
the fact being remembered. But this observation cuts both ways; 
since it calls in question whether, when Mr. Dennis assents to a 
statement that described persons were in a room, he’ could 
always be certain that they were there at that exact moment. 
The really striking thing is a correct description of persons in 


the house at the time, and actually in the specified rooms at about 
the time. 


EXPERIMENT 13. 


The attempt was again for Mrs. J. to ascertain facts in the 
Dennis house, an effort was also made to have conditions in the 
house opposite described. Mr. Lloyd was the “ operator” as 
throughout the series, and Mrs. Lloyd appears to have kept the 
record. 

1. Clairvoyant experiment, Nov. 16, 1915; 8:07 Standard Time. 

Mrs. J. was more talkative than usual, elaborating on what she 
saw, without verbal suggestions. 

With reference to ‘ house across the street’, this is the home of 
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Dr. Mitchell’s family, of which neither Mrs. J. nor I had any other 
knowledge than brought out in the experiment of a couple of years 
since, when Dr. Mitchell died. Mr. Dennis had asked, however, in a 
recent letter, that Mrs. J. be sent over there to see what conditions 
she now discovered. 


In his letter of the 29th inst., commenting upon the test, Mr. D. 
says: 


‘On evening of 16th as near as I can remember, and 
not having made any mental memo. of time, Acklin was at 
home that day, but he and Victor were not in the house 
while Mrs. J. was here. Miss Patty and the old lady had 
gone upstairs, I think before 8 P. M., and possibly retired 
before 8:30. Dorothy had gone out on a visit. At any rate, 
Miss Patty, old lady, Dorothy, Acklin and Victor not in 
the sitting room. My wife and I were alone there from 
7:30 to some time before 8:30. 

Conditions at Dr. Mitchell’s home have changed very 
materially since Mrs. J’s first visit there. This is why I did 
not want to give you any data on the subject. The west 
side of the house has been rented to John Markley and 
wife, recently married, but long enough to bring “the 
stork”. Both mother and father are young, the wife a 
beautiful girl, a very decided blonde, which may account 
for Mrs. J. being misled as to her hair, which is very light. 
No gray hair in the family. Mrs. Mitchell in the kitchen or 


dining room adjoining. Elizabeth the daughter not at home 
that evening.’ 


(Tell us what you see and hear at Mr. Dennis’s home.) 

I see all of them. They are all sitting around in a room. They 
are in the sitting-room, and there is a lot of them. 

(Whom do you see?) 

I see a little girl and I see them all. There is quite a number of 
them. 

( Now tell us just whom you see.) 

I see two gentlemen, two ladies, and I see a child [others not 
there. I went upstairs shortly after 8]. 

(What do the ladies look like ?) 
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One of them is slimmer than the other, and one is older. 

(Which is the slim one?) 

The elderly lady. 

(What do the men look like?) 

One is tall and the other one not so tall. One is a younger man 
too, than the other [This might have been Acklin and Victor]. 

(Which is the older?) 

The shorter, fleshy-looking man is the oldest. 

(You are able to hear; tell us what they are talking about.) 

The old lady says she thinks it about time for Dorothy to go to 
bed. That old lady has raised up off her chair. She is thinking 
of retiring. The young gentleman is just sitting there. They are 
thinking. The older gentleman is thinking of you tonight. 

(See if there is anyone else in the house.) 

There is another lady there. 

(Where is she?) 

She is in another room. 

(What does the room look like ?) 


Just a large room. She seems to be looking for something. 
(What does she look like?) 


She has gray hair. There are two elderly ladies and one younger. 


(Now I want you to leave the home of Mr. Dennis and go across 
the street to Mitchell’s.) 

I got that before you said it. I am across there now. They 
live in a nice house. There is an awfully pretty lady in there. She 
is sitting reading the paper [Mrs. Markley]. 

(Is there anyone with her?) 

There is a young gentleman there. 

(About how old is he?) 

He is a young man; I don’t know just how old he would be 
[about 30 to 35]. Is he a doctor? 

(I don’t know. What makes you ask that?) 

I don’t know why. It seems like he is studying. 

(Go on now;; tell us what you see and hear.) 

I don’t hear anything. They don’t seem to be talking. The 
lady is nice looking and refined. She has gray hair and fixes it 
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nice for an old lady. She seems to be young to have hair like that 
[blonde hair]. 

(Are both these people in the same room?) 

No, the man seems to be off in another apartment [correct, 
excepting another room in the same apartment.] [Lloyd’s Note. 
Don’t understand this, unless he means a double room].* 

(Tell us what the room looks like that the old lady is in.) 

It looks like a sitting room. It is large. The rooms seem to be 
large in that house. It is a nice room [correct]. 

(What do you see in it?) 

Chairs and table. Not crowded up. Chairs, table and the lamp. 
A little stand is over to one side of the room near the window. 
That lady has a headache. 

(What do they have on the floor?) 

Just rugs. [Correct.] 

(Go on through the house and see if you can find anyone else 
in it.) 

Is there an office in it? I see like an office [No]. 

(I don’t know.) 

Well, I do; there is an office there [No]. 

(Do you see anyone there?) 

There is another lady in there. That lady seems to be more in 
the back part of the house. She seems to be working. [Correct, 
Mrs. Mitchell. The daughter not in until much later. ] 

(How old is she?) 

Her hair don’t seem gray like the other woman. Not so gray. 
She hasn’t got the looks the other one has. She is slimmer [correct]. 
the other lady is a beautiful lady. [Correct. Mrs. Markley is 
very pretty. | 

Time 8:30 P. M. 


2. Letter by Mr. Lloyd to Dr. Hamilton, Toledo, Nov. 22, 
5 


191 


Herewith find report of the experiment of Nov. 16th. Results, 
so far as Mr. Dennis is concerned, very poor. You will note the 


*Mr. Dennis probably meant that it was correct except as to another 
room; the man was in the same apartment. 
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evidence of memory, the first time it has been pronounced. Shall 
try tomorrow night to suggest this away, and keep each experiment 
as a separate affair. 

At the house of the Mitchells we seem to have had better results. 
For instance, she saw the hair of Mrs. Markley as gray, while Mr. 
Dennis says it is quite blonde, and her comment that she seems 
young to have such hair, which would be very apt if the hair actually 
was gray. 

What was had as to seeing yourself and Dr. Hyslop together in 
New York City, you will know if correct or not. 

Yours truly, 
W. C. Lioyp.” 


True, no knowledge is evinced of the Dennis household but 
what could have come over from previous sittings. The portion 
which related to the house across the street is a little more im- 
pressive, but the present compiler, at least, would not think of 
printing it if it stood alone. Still, there were one man and two 
women in the house at the time, as stated, and one man and one 
woman on the former occasion when the house was supposedly 
visited, as at that time stated, while in the one case the doings 
of the occupants Were described with partial and in the other 
with complete truth, according to the reports. At least nothing 
in the description of the occupants and doings in this house 
come over from the former sittings. 


EXPERIMENT 14. 


The experiment alluded to in the last paragraph of Mr. 
Lloyd’s letter last introduced, referring to Drs. Hamilton and 
Hyslop, contained but a few sentences, and these appear to have 
been quite futile. 


EXPERIMENT 15. 
This concerns the Dennis and Mitchell-Markley households 
again, and Mr. Lloyd is the reporter. 


Experiment in clairvoyance, Nov. 23, 1915. Time 7:05 P. M. 
Mr. Dennis writes on the 25th that he will submit the situation 





























































































482 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


as he remembers it, prior to his reading notes of the experiment, 
and states as follows: 


‘Night of 23rd I returned from post-office at 7:00 
o'clock P. M. The old lady sat in her usual corner near 
the grate. Present, were my wife at sewing-machine, 
Miss Pattie reading portion of the “ Times-Star ”, myself 
next to her with other half of the paper. Dorothy to my 
left at her studies, Elizabeth Mitchell next to her, having 
gone over with her lessons for the following day. All 
around the large center table, excepting my wife and the 
old lady. Lamp in center of table; big fire in grate.’ 


After reading the notes, Mr. Dennis further writes as follows: 


‘Enclosed herewith the notes of the actual situation 
night of the 23rd, made before reading your letter of the 
24th. The old lady rarely goes upstairs before her retiring 
time. Also Victor may have been in his room and gone 
out without my knowledge. You will note Mrs. J. does not 
mention Mrs. Mitchell in describing the home across the 
street. She was not at home that night, which is the reason 
for Elizabeth being at our house.’ 


(Go to the home of Mr. Dennis. Tell what you see and hear.) 

I am there. 

(Very well, what do you see?) 

I see one gentleman there in the room [myself]. He isn’t doing 
anything just now. He is standing up. 

(Describe him.) 

He is short, or rather medium, and he is stout. He looks like 
he might be about 60. 

(Where is he standing?) 

Between the table and the door. [Think possibly I stood be- 
tween the grate fire and sitting room table before I took my seat 
at the table; the dining-room door back of me, and between the 
grate and window. | 

(See whom else you can find in the house.) 

There is no one else in the room with him now. There is an 
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elderly lady up-stairs [The old lady rarely goes upstairs until 
bedtime]. There is another lady. She is just walking around, too, 
downstairs [Evidently Miss Patty]. 

(What does she look like?) 

She is stout, but younger looking than the other lady. [Some 
younger. | 

(Go through the house and see if you find any others.) 

I see another gentleman now, and he is cleaning up; fixing his 
hair [Victor might have been in his room up-stairs and gone out 
without my knowing it]. 

(What does he look like?) 

He is taller than the other gentleman and younger [Yes]. There 
is a little girl there too, and she is coughing now, like she had a bad 
cold [Dorothy had a slight cough from cold that night]. 

(Where is she?) 

She is in the room with that younger lady [All in sitting room]. 

(Have you been all through the house now? Do you see any 
others ?) 

I see another lady, and she is reading the paper. [Miss Patty.] 

(Where is she?) 

She is in the sitting room. [Yes.] 

(What does she look like ?) 

She is not so old, but is older than the one with the child. [My 
wife is the older. | 


(Now go across the street again, and tell us what you see and 
hear there.) 

I see a lady sitting there. She is just studying, and saying 
nothing. 

(Just describe her.) 

She is a well-built lady. Her hair is gray. She is a well 
built lady. She is a nice lady. She has a nice nose. She’s pretty 
[This is Mrs. Markley]. 

(How old does she appear to be?) 

From the look of her gray hair she must be up in the fifties. 
Her face is young and nice-looking [She is a blonde, and about 
thirty]. 

(Do you see anyone else over there?) 
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I see a gentleman. 

(Describe him.) 

He looks to me like 5 feet, 7 inches. A well-built man. I 
wouldn’t call him heavy. He is more light than dark in complexion 
[John Markley]. 

(How does he comb his hair?) 

He parts it on the side and pushes it back like [thrown back 
from the forehead, as illustrated by movement of the hand]. [Yes.] 

(What is he doing ?) 

He is sitting in a chair and thinking. 

(What room is he in?) 

He is in an off-like room. Looks like an office [No office: 
kitchen, dining-room and parlor occupied by Markley and wife. 
They sleep upstairs]. 

(Do you find anyone else in that house ?) 

I don’t find nobody. 

(I wish you would go through all the rooms and look carefully.) 

I don’t see anybody. Time, 7:20 P. M. 


This certainly falls below the apparent level of most of the 
earlier sittings of which Dennis and his neighbors were the 
subjects, though there are a number of interesting hits, besides 
those which are too indefinite to count with weight. The suc- 
cess of not finding Mrs. Mitchell in the Markley house, where 
she had been seen at a former sitting, is balanced by the failure 
to find Elizabeth at the Dennis home, if Mr. Dennis’s identifi- 
cations are correct. 


EXPERIMENT 16. 


This was attempted on Nov. 23rd, 1915, and was very short 
but specific. It was supposed to relate to Dr. Hyslop, and was 
faulty in every single particular. 


EXPERIMENT 17. 


On March 18, 1916, Dr. Hyslop was present at a sitting 
with Mrs. J. for the same purpose, Mr. Lloyd acting as hypno- 
tizer, and Mrs. Hamilton and another lady being present. Dr. 
Hyslop’s report of proceedings follows: 
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Mr. Lloyd hypnotized Mrs. J. and, under hypnosis, ‘sent her 
to Georgetown, O.,’ to see if she could tell what was going on in the 
house of Mr. Dennis. The following were the results. 

He has just come in from the outside and hung up his coat. 

(How was he dressed ?) 

Had on a muffler. Is hanging that up too. 

(Had he a hat?) 

Hanging that up. 

(What about his shoes?) 

Black ones. 

(What part of the house ?) 

Hallway. 

(Any windows in the hall?) 

No, door has a glass in it. 

(Is there any carpet?) 

No. 

(Any stairs ?) 

No. 

(What do you see in the hall?) 

A large hall stairs with a carpet on it. 

(What color is the paper ?) 

Two colors, dark and red. 

(What is the woodwork?) 

3rownish red and varnished. 

(What is the furniture?) 

Nothing but a rack. 

(Who are in the house?) 

Two men and three ladies and a child. One lady in the kitchen, 
and two in the room with the child. 

(How are the ladies dressed ?) 

One has a light skirt and white shirtwaist. One has a dark 
skirt and a light waist. 

(What are they doing ?) 

Sitting and talking. 

(What part of the room?) 

In the sitting room. There is a table and chair and lamp-table. 
The child is on the floor between the two ladies.’”’* 


*Appended to Dr. Hyslop’s report of this sitting is the following: 
At the end of this, the little control, Bright Star, was asked to come in, 
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2. Letter by Mr. Lloyd to Dr. Hyslop, April 3, 1916. 


Your favor of the 24th inst. received during my absence from 
home, and as I was again away a few days the last of the week, 
was unable to reply earlier. 

At once after ‘you left my office on the 18th, I wrote to Mr. 
Dennis asking that he tell me if he had been out of the house about 
3:00 P. M., what he did when he came into the house, what kind of 
furniture was in the hall, the general size and shape of the hall, 
kind of wall-paper, color of woodwork, and what floor-covering 
there was. Who else was in the house at the time, what room they 
were in, what they were doing, how dressed. 

This was enclosed with a business letter I wrote him and getting 
no reply for several days, although I did have reply to the [business | 
letter, called his attention to the matter, although it would then be 
too late for him to recollect where he had been, what the others were 
doing, how dressed, etc. 

In reply to this had a letter from him as follows: 


‘Yours of the 27th to hand noting hypnotic experiment. 
This had slipped by me unnoticed. Pinned your questions 
to your letter and copy of letter to Judd, without seeing 
what it was, and not until receipt of your letter today did 
I see what it was. Kindly pardon the oversight. I am too 
much interested in it all to treat lightly or to overlook 
intentionally. 

Was at home all that day. Only the old lady, my wife, 
Miss Patty, Dorothy and myself ; however, cannot recollect 
or exactly locate each. Very likely I had been to the post- 
office to mail letter and shop for the family. Our hall 
12 x 36 feet extends through the house; broad stairway; 
hanging lamp; round table with lamp; four chairs; tele- 


and she tried some work for ————— and got the name Mary, which is that 
of his wife, but thought it was that of his mother. She also got the name 
Sarah, and said that it was an aunt of his, which is true. His father 
purported to communicate, but there was no evidence of his identity. She 
gave some excellent evidence to Mrs. Hamilton, representing facts which 
Mrs. J. could not possibly have known. It was impossible for me to take 
notes in any detailed way so as to give an adequate account of the incidents. 
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phone; five pictures on walls with dark frames; also fur- 
niture same. Light paper on walls.’ 


Description does not agree with what Mrs. J. described as seen 
in shape and fittings of the hall, therefore that part was a failure. 
The number of persons present whom she said she saw [two 
women and a little girl] in the sitting room may or may not be 
right, as the third one might not have been there at the time, and 
it was too late to verfy this. 

I would consider the entire experiment of no value, and account 
for its failure by the peculiar conditions surrounding her at the 
time—the attempt to do unusually well, fear of criticism, etc., it 
being evident when in the trance condition that there was a great 
deal of subjective manifesting. 

Yours very truly, 


W. C. Luoyp. 


It is true that this experiment had no evidential value what- 


ever in the direction of establishing clairvoyance as a fact. But 
if anything in this sitting, combined with other evidence should 
tend to show that the evidential quality of such experiments 
depends, in part at least, upon the emotional calm, the general 
passivity, of the psychic, it would not be without value. 


PRESENT OPINIONS OF PARTICIPANTS. 


Mr. Lloyd, Mr. Dennis and Dr. Hamilton were asked, in 
October, 1917, to state their mental impressions of the experi- 
ments concluded so tamely a year and a half ago. 

Mr. Lloyd wrote: 


I have seen nothing to change my views of the work done. 
Mrs. J. was put into a somnambulic hypnotic condition, and the re- 
sults obtained in that state were as given to you. Neither she nor my- 
self had ever been in Georgetown, O., nor had we ever met any of the 
parties described, except Mr. Dennis. To the best of my knowledge 
and belief the facts were duly reported, and the experiments were 
for the purpose only of scientific investigation. Mrs. J. is still living 
in Toledo, but I have carried out no further experiments with her. 
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Yours of the 8th relative to my satisfactory experience with 
the Lloyd-J. clairvoyant work in Toledo, O., in connection with 
Dr. Mitchell’s family and my own here, just across the street, can 
safely say, barring minor errors, there certainly was more in the 
work than could be accounted for by mere chance. Mrs. J.’s ex: 
pressions of actual situations in both families at the time Mr. Lloyd 
was guiding her from one house to the other * * * 


Dr. Hamilton remarked: 


Mrs. J’s performance is less convincing even that the reports. 
It strikes the hearer as very palpable guessing and ‘ fishing’. 


CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS. 


1. Dr. Hamilton’s final remark must refer to the sittings 
which he himself reported as he was present at no others. None 
of these were veridical, so their whole content might be termed 
“ guessing ’’, if that term is at all the correct one for the actual 
mental process involved in this case. The reader may judge for 
himself how much “ fishing ”’ there was, from Dr. Hamilton’s 
report of Experiment 2, which we have given in full. The com- 
piler can find but one instance, the query “ Did the lady have a 
stroke of paralysis?’’, and assumes that if there had been more 
they would have been recorded. 

2. It is also only fair to assume that Messrs. Lloyd and 
Dennis, in their final statements, are referring to the earlier of 
the Dennis-Mitchell experiments, which they believe succeeded, 
as it is fair to assume that Dr. Hamilton is referring to his ex- 
periments, which certainly did not succeed. 

3. The experiments referring to Georgetown—Dennis, 
Mitchell and Markley—are numbers 1, 6, 7, 9, 12, 13, 15, 17; 
and Dr. Hyslop was present at the last. Those referring to Dr. 
Hyslop alone are 3, 4, 8, 10, 11, and 16. To Dr. Hamilton 
alone, 2; to Hamilton and Smyth, 5; to Hamilton and Hyslop, 
14. There are eight in the Georgetown series, and nine con- 
cerned with other parties. 
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4. All the experiments in the presence of, or concerned with, 
Drs. Hyslop, Hamilton and Smyth, were failures. If the re- 
mainder, in which the reporters of the séances and the external 
facts were solely Messrs. Lloyd and Dennis, had all been prima 
facie successes, it would have looked as though cleavage were 
caused by the presence of scientific caution, acumen and accuracy 
in the one set of experiments and the lack of these qualities in 
the other. Yet this would not have been a certain conclusion. 
Granting that Mrs. J. had “clairvoyant” powers, it is conceiv- 
able that they might be interfered with by her awe in the presence 
of the “ Doctor ” expressly sent to subject her to scrutiny. There 
are persons who can improvise upon the piano pleasingly when 
alone or with friends, but who could not do so for their lives 
if a professor from the College of Music came expressly to 
determine their skill in the process. Or it might be that the much- 
derided rapport did exist between the psychic and George- 
town through Mr. Dennis, in varying measure, and was utterly 
lacking in the other cases. Who knows enough authoritatively to 
deny it? 

5. But the Georgetown series was not successful throughout. 
There was something more involved in the cleavage between the 
failures and the prima facie successes than the critical equipment 
of the respective investigators. 

6. Generally speaking, the last numbers of the Georgetown 
series were the poorest. And this is curious, because it is contrary 
to what would have been the case had Mrs. J. been able somehow 
to acquire information normally from the first, and gradually to 
build up a system of facts and probabilities which she could 
craftily employ. According to that supposition her last deliver- 
ances should have been the best. And it is against the theory 
that Mr. Dennis so wanted to believe that he unconsciously 
strained the facts. There may have been a little of favorable 
construction throughout, for which we must make allowances. 
3ut it was at the first sitting, where he would have been in his 
most neutral frame of mind, that the results were secured which, 
he declares, he directly afterward found were astonishingly cor- 
rect. Why should the impetus of favorable expectation thus set 
in motion in Mr. Dennis’s mind have failed later to bring as 
favorable reports upon facts, if there was not a real disparity 
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between the first and the last results? And, although forced to 
report adversely on the larger part of the later statements of the 
psychic, his impressions regarding the first sittings have not 
changed. These considerations, though not conclusive, have 
weight. 

7. The whole series, with its manifest merits and its mani- 
fest deficiencies, is a long way in advance of the multitude of 
alleged clairvoyant instances, observed and reported for popular 
consumption without an ounce of determinative method, and 
without the possibility of advancing scientific certitude an inch. 

8. Such experiments, in the future, ought to employ all the 
precautions exemplified in this series, and add others. 

(a) The recorder of an experimental sitting should indicate 
the time, not only at the beginning and close, but also at inter- 
vals throughout, so that it can afterwards be ascertained at what 
moment this or that declaration, concerning distant events stated 
to be then taking place, was uttered. 

(b) In connection with at least some of these experiments, 
a competent member of the home to be “ visited ”, being notified 
in advance, should make as accurate record of happenings in the 
house during the séance hour as possible, with accurate notings 
of time throughout. Then there would be no uncertainties after- 
ward, opportunity for, or charges of, accommodating surmises 
as to what might have been forgotten. 

(c) The two records should be sent directly to a third party, 
such as the Secretary of the Society for Psychical Research, for 
examination and comparison. 

9. Of course it might be that there is such a thing as deferred 
clairvoyance—that the “seeing” is not always absolutely con- 
temporaneous with the event. But the way to determine that 
also would be what has been suggested, the keeping of exact 
chronological records on both sides. 

10. Granting the fact of the supernormal acquisition of 
knowledge of events at a distance, which is the first thing to 
establish or disprove, it would not necessarily follow that the 
term “clairvoyance” denotes it properly. It might be a form 
of telepathy operating pictographically: as opposed to the naive 
conception that the soul of the psychic migrates instantly to the 
distant locality. It might be, and this is not inevitably inconsist- 
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ent with the telepathic hypothesis, since we know not the nature 
of telepathy, that the “‘ seeing ” takes place through a tertium quid, 
namely the intermediation of a spirit. 

The first thing, as stated, is finally to prove or disprove the 
fact alleged, however we name it, and however we incline or 
disincline to explain it. Any persons who profess to be able to 
discern distant events by some interior process, or who are in 
touch with others seemingly thus endowed, are invited to com- 
municate with this Society, with the view of entering upon a 
course of experiments under fair and reasonable, but exact, 
conditions. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE REALLIER CASE AGAIN. 


Readers will recall the previous discussion of this case and 
the later confirmation of facts which exclude any form of tel- 
epathy except the universal type of it. The present letter, in- 
volving further information obtained by our informant, Dr. X. 
that excludes telepathy from his mind. Of course the facts are 
evidence of supernormal information, but not of spiritistic com- 
munications, unless we found evidence to believe that a spirit 
was the intermediary for telepathic material. The evidence is 
not strong for such an interpretation, but it is now fairly strong 
to show that it is not telepathy from the mind of Dr. X.—Editor. 


New York, July 18th, 1919. 
The Editor of the Journal and the readers of the Réallier case: 


Doubtless you will wish to hear some striking confirmations 
which I have since had of some points in it. 

(1) As to the disordered Toolchest. 

On returning lately to my country home I ascertained that 
Réallier’s successor did leave the toolchest in disgraceful disorder, 
with several of the tools broken and useless. But my new man 
never alluded to it, and I had been otherwise so much occupied that 
the toolchest had not been in my mind at all from the time of Réal- 
lier’s departure until his communication to me through “ Mrs. 
Vernon” on February 1st and February 5th, 1918. 

(2) Réallier’s sadness because he cannot come to me, and his 
reference to his wife. 


Until about three months ago my wife was getting letters from 
Réallier’s wife in which she constantly spoke of the prospect of 
being once more with her husband, and of their returning to us 
together as of old. Hence the only explanation I could think of for 
Reallier’s communication through “ Mrs. Vernon” a year and a 
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half ago was, that Réallier was dead, though the news had not yet 
reached his wife. But the riddle is at last clearer, for in a letter 
dated February 26, 1919, delayed in the mails, Réallier describes 
himself as “irrevocably separated” from his wife; and I have 
now another letter, dated June 15th, in which he says that he is 
demobilized and in touch with his parents, but he adds: “I don’t 
know what has become of my wife”. 

Only lately, when I was settling about his life insurance and 
other matters, did he have to disclose to me this personal detail, of 
which neither I nor “ Mrs. Vernon” had the slightest inkling when 
his communication came to me through her a year and a half ago. 

(3) At the sitting of February 5th, 1918, Réallier’s answer to 
my question as to what he was then doing. 

Although in the sitting of February lst Réallier was not men- 
tioned at all, nevertheless, as the Record testifies, the cryptic com- 
munication about the seagulls led both “ Mrs. Vernon” and me to 
conjecture that Réallier’s grave might be what was thus referred to. 
Hence, as I was thinking of him as dead, his answer, “ I am learn- 
ing the routes here”, seemed to me rather suspicious—so like the 
allegories of Paradise which I used to read as a child that it was 
open to the inference that “ Mrs. Vernon” fished it out of my own 
mind. But subsequently, when I learned that Réallier was alive, I 
also learned that he was driving an automobile as a despatch-bearer ; 
so his long previous message through “ Mrs. Vernon”, “I am 
learning the routes here’, became startlingly lifelike. 

(4) The “ dead Priest’s ” prophecy has been fulfilled. 

On p. 430 of your April-June number, your Hamilton College 
correspondent dwells on the bad French—Générales instead of 
Généraux ; but he does not seem to have noticed, on p. 201, in my 
own footnote to my original Record, that I had ventured to surmise 
that “ Mrs. Vernon” had incorrectly caught the word, or I had 
incorrectly heard it as uttered by her; and that, instead of des Génér- 
ales, du Général, had been intended, for in several other instances 
my Record showed that the dissatisfied communicator tried to 
correct mistakes. And just now my surmise appears to be remark- 
ably and independently substantiated. In the current Harper’s 
Magazine I happened the other day on Margaret Cameron’s article 
entitled ‘‘ Signs and Portents ”. There on p. 19 the footnote gives— 
what I did not previously know—the exact date when General Foch 
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was appointed to.the supreme command of the Allied forces, March 
26th, 1918. Now that was the very day when through “ Mrs. Ver- 
non ” the dead French Priest prophesied, “ ‘The Germans will never 
bring their cannons nearer to Paris. This retreat is not going to last 
long”; and as to the Priest’s curiously worded injunction, about 
which “ Mrs. Vernon” hestitated as to whether she had correctly 
caught the Priest’s exact phrase—d fond or au fond: “ Seareh to 
the bottom of the General for the key to the mystery ”, it certainly 
looks now as if Foch must have been the General whom the “dead 
Priest ” referred to. And the injunction to “ Search to the bottom 
of him” can well be understood when one remembers how closely 
Foch was wont to keep his own counsel. Nor should it be over- 
looked that, at the very time when I had this message, Margaret 
Cameron, independently and without the knowledge of “ Mrs. Ver- 
non” and myself, was getting predictions and messages that pur- 
ported to come from other spirits who were working for the Allied 
cause—messages far more elaborate, but to the same effect. Yet it 
is only now that, by mere chance, these coincidences are brought out 
to me. 

Finally Mr. Editor, I am much interested by your own statement 
(p. 431), in reply to your Hamilton College correspondent: that you 
have submitted my Record “to a very scholarly Frenchman, who 
pronounces the language that of a Frenchman who has lived with 
English-speaking people.” For that is precisely what Reallier had 
done. 

Dr. X. 





